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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 19, line 1, it is suggested to insert -first— before "queue". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 7-8, 13-16, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ando et al (2004/0213242) in view of Reeves et al (2002/0071390). 

Regarding claim 1, Ando discloses a method of configuring a packet-switched network 
(figure 15) comprising the steps of: (i) receiving a request to establish a traffic engineering 
tunnel across the packet-switched network (see paragraphs 0008, 0089); (ii) at a router (switch 
50) traversed by the traffic engineering tunnel, creating a queue for packets carried inside the 
traffic engineering tunnel (see 10 in figure 1 and Q6-Qn+6 in figure 2); and (iii) reserving 
bandwidth for the queue in accordance with the request to establish the traffic engineering tunnel 
(see bandwidth allocation in paragraphs 0020 and 0026), wherein the queue created for packets 
carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel is given a priority and the reserved bandwidth for the 
queue can only be used by packets carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel (see paragraph 
0026). Ando does not specifically disclose the packets carried inside the traffic engineering 
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tunnel is given priority over other traffic at the router. However, to give priority to one traffic 
over the other is a matter of design choice. Reeves discloses the packets carried inside the traffic 
engineering tunnel is given priority over other traffic (see paragraph 0101 where Reeves 
discloses MPLS traffic is given priority over non-MPLS traffic). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to give the 
packets carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel a higher priority in order to meet the design 
criteria of a particular implementation. 

Regarding claims 2 and 7, Ando discloses packets are identified as being carried inside 
the traffic engineering tunnel by a label in the packet and wherein the queue is associated with 
the label (see label in paragraph 0002). 

Regarding claim 8, Ando discloses a method of routing packets in a packet-switched 
network comprising the steps of: (i) receiving a packet at an incoming interface of a router (see 
figures 1 and 14); (ii) determining whether the packet has a label identifying a traffic engineering 
tunnel, thereby identifying that the packet is being carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel 
(see S22 in figure 7); (iii) where the packet is being carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel, 
sending the packet to a queue associated with the label (see 10 in figure 1 and Q6-Qn+6 in figure 
2). Ando does not specifically disclose the packets carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel is 
given priority over other traffic at the router. However, to give priority to one traffic over the 
other is a matter of design choice. Reeves discloses the packets carried inside the traffic 
engineering tunnel is given priority over other traffic (see paragraph 0101 where Reeves 
discloses MPLS traffic is given priority over non-MPLS traffic). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to give the 
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packets carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel a higher priority in order to meet the design 
criteria of a particular implementation. 

Regarding claim 13, claim 13 is a method claim has substantially the same limitation as 
method claim 7. Therefore, it is subject to the same rejection. 

Regarding claim 14, Ando discloses a router (switch 50) comprising: (i) a plurality of 
interfaces (figure 1); (ii) a first processing module that sorts packets received at an interface into 
those packets that are carried inside a traffic engineering tunnel and those packets that are not 
carried inside a traffic engineering tunnel (S22 in figure 7); (iii) a first queue (Q6-Qn+6 in figure 
2) which receives from the first processing module only packets carried inside a traffic 
engineering tunnel; (iv) a second queue (Q0-Q6) which receives from the first processing module 
packets that are not carried inside a traffic engineering tunnel. Ando does not specifically 
disclose the first queue has a higher priority than the second queues. However, Reeves discloses 
the packets carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel has a higher priority than other traffic 
(see paragraph 0101 where Reeves discloses MPLS traffic is given priority over non-MPLS 
traffic). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to give the packets carried inside the traffic engineering tunnel a higher 
priority in order to meet the design criteria of a particular implementation. 

Regarding claims 15, 16, and 22, Ando discloses label switching (see paragraph 0002). 
4. Claims 3-6, 9-12, and 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ando in view of Reeves as applied to claims 1, 8, and 16 above, and further in view of 
Nomura (6,973,504). 
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Regarding claims 3 and 4, Ando does not specifically disclose the queue is shared 
between two or more traffic engineering tunnels and the reserved bandwidth for the queue 
comprises a sum of bandwidth reserved for each of the two or more traffic engineering tunnels. 
However, Nomura teaches a method for decreasing required resource for the bandwidth 
reservation in an inter-site connection network used for communication between communication 
sites (lines 2 - 4 in Abstract), which is based on a concept of shared bandwidth allocation 
determined when establishing a path between sites, the shared bandwidth.(or aggregation 
bandwidth) is reserved for a plurality of paths (tunnels), instead of individual bandwidth resource 
reserved on a path by path basis (col. 2, lines 23 - 27); the embodiment is assumed that Label 
Distribution Protocol (LDP) is used for establishing MPLS path (LSP: Label Switching Path - 
Tunnel) (col. 5, lines 61 - 62); when a bandwidth is to be allocated for the path, a path having the 
same originating site ID or destination site ID is searched out of the existing paths belonging to 
the same group ID, when the same ID is found, the sum of the bandwidth possessed by the 
existing path (aggregation bandwidth) and the path request bandwidth is determined as a 
temporary aggregation bandwidth (col. 5, lines 17-22; col. 6, lines 41 - 52; PI - P10 in Figure 5). 
It would have been obvious to a person of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to add the concept of shared bandwidth for a plurality of paths (tunnels) as taught by 
Nomura to the method of MPLS queue configuration of Ho, in order to decrease required 
resource for the bandwidth reservation in the inter-site connection network used for 
communication between communication sites (lines 2 - 4 in Abstract of Nomura). 

Regarding claims 5 and 6, Ando does not disclose that the queue is shared between two 
or more tunnels with the same head (or tail) end router. Nomura teaches that when a bandwidth 
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is to be allocated for the path, a path having the same originating site ID (head end router) or 
destination site ID (tail end router) is searched out of the existing paths belonging to the same 
group ID, when the same ID is found, the sum of the bandwidth possessed by the existing path 
(aggregation bandwidth) and the path request bandwidth is determined as a temporary 
aggregation bandwidth (col. 6, lines 41 - 52); also, the idea is illustrated in Figures 10 and 11, in 
which are the "Aggregated bandwidth by a group of same originating site" and "Aggregated 
bandwidth by a group of same destination site". It would have been obvious to a person of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to add the idea of grouping the paths 
(tunnels) with the same head (tail) end router as taught by Nomura to the method of MPLS queue 
configuration of Ho, in order to decrease required resource for the bandwidth reservation in the 
inter-site connection network used for communication between communication sites (lines 2-4 
in Abstract of Nomura). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Nomura with Ho to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 5-6. 

Regarding claims 9-12, claims 9-12 have substantially the same limitation as claims 3-6. 
Therefore, they are subject to the same rejection. 

Regarding claims 17-21, claims 17-21 are apparatus claims that have substantially the 
same limitation as claims 3-6. Therefore, they are subject to the same rejection. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-22 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian D. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3084. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-6:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (571) 272-3134. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
infon^ion^9stem, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




BRIAN NGUYEN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



